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Appellants Martin C. Heck, Jr. and Victoria Heck (“the Hecks”) appeal from the judgment of
the Circuit Court of Franklin County which affirmed the decision of the City of Pacific Board of
Zoning Adjustment (“the BZA”). The Hecks sought a variance from the City of Pacific Ordinance
Section 400.240(D)(3) (“Section 400.240(D)(3)”), which prohibits the placement of a new
manufactured home in an existing manufactured home park unless the new manufactured home is
placed at least twenty feet from any other home or structure. The BZA denied the variance, and
thereafter the Hecks filed a writ of certiorari in the circuit court. The circuit court affirmed the
decision of the BZA. On appeal, the Hecks argue that the spacing requirements of Section
400.240(D)(3) may not be enforced against their mobile home park because they hold a legal
nonconforming use for their entire mobile home park.

REVERSED AND REMANDED.

Division 111 Holds: Because the record does not inform this Court that the BZA properly considered
whether the mobile home park operated by the Hecks was a lawful continuing nonconforming use, we
reverse and remand this matter to the BZA for a hearing on the issue of whether the Hecks have the
right to continue their nonconforming use of the mobile home park.
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